REMARKS 

The allowance of claims 13-15 and 17 is noted and appreciated. 

The Office Action in rejecting claim 7 contends that Kazmar (5,239,518), 
and in particular Fig. 4 thereof, discloses an acoustical projector having a single 
cylindrical shell segment 202 and two longitudinally spaced drivers 204 mounted 
within the shell segment. Applicant cannot quite understand this rejection since 
admittedly Kazmar discloses a single shell 202, but it distinctly shows three 
longitudinally spaced drivers 204. The only conclusion that Applicant can reach to 
understand this rejection is that it contains two of three drivers since there are 
three drivers clearly shown and disclosed in Fig. 4. However, as repeatedly stated 
in the specification and in the previously filed amendment, one of the main 
features of Applicant's Invention is the mounting of an even number of spaced 
drivers such as 2, 4, 6 etc. in a shell segment, and definitely not a shell segment 
having an uneven number of drivers such as 3 as in Kazmar. A reading of the 
specification and previously submitted arguments clearly defines Applicant's 
invention, and especially an acoustic projector as defined in claim 7, as containing 
an even number of drivers, namely, two drivers. Again, nothing is shown or 
suggested in any manner whatsoever where Kazmar has only two drivers in the 
single shell since It clearly and unequivocally shows three drivers 204 within the 
shell. Such a construction would completely defeat the purpose of Applicant's 
invention which reduces the interaction and shear forces created when an uneven 
number, such as 3, is mounted in a single shell as in Kazmar. 

Therefore, Applicant has amended claim 7 to indicate that there are only 
two longitudinally spaced drivers mounted within the shell segment in order to 
clearly define Applicant's invention over that of Kazmar, assuming that Applicant 
understands the Examiner's reasoning for citing Kazmar is that since it contains 
three drivers, it therefore contains two drivers. The amendment of claim 7 clearly 
avoids such an interpretation of Kazmar. Furthermore, as set forth in the previous 
response, no prior art was cited which shows a construction of a single shell 
having only two longitudinally spaced drivers mounted within the shell. 



4 



In view of the amendment to claim 7 and the above discussion, it is 
respectfully submitted that claim 7 as now amended clearly defines over Kazmar, 
as well as any of the previously cited references, and that such an addition to 
claim 7 raises no new questions of patentability, nor does it require a further 
search, and should be entitled to allowance together with claims 9-12 and 16 
dependent therefrom. 

Respectfully submitted this day of October, 2007. 
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